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1 . The provisional election has been received, however, in view of applicant's remarks 
regarding the traversal of the restriction, the restriction is hereby withdrawn and the following 
office action regarding claims 1-130 is set forth. 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless — 

3 . (b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use 
or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

4. Claims 1-6, 8, 9, 12, 13, 18, 37, 42-48, 50, 55-59, 63 and 64 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Taylor et al. 

Taylor et al discloses the apparatus to effect the method of a beverage dispenser. The 
dispenser has inclined shelves 4 and a hold-back, escapement device II which releases a bottle on 
an aligned "robotic" assembly 6 which positions itself adjacent the escapement device to receive 
a bottle and deliver it to a port 2. In regard to claims 63 and 64 note in page 3 the use of a 
sensor to detect the absence (presence) of a bottle and customer input "stimali" (buttons 3). 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claims 7 and 51-54 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Taylor et al in view of Spamer. 

To so provide that Taylor et al's shelves would be adjusted, vertically or by angle, would 
be obvious not only as a mere choice to so structurally orient or arrange the shelves, as so 
desired, but Spamer also shows in figure 1 the shelves 24,25 having both vertical and horizontal 
adjustments. 

7. Claims 11, 19-21,23,24,26,27,34-36,38-41,65-69,71,72,87 and 88 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Taylor et al in view of Trouteaud et al. 

In regard to the door in claim 1 1 and the transparent view panel of claims 19,20,27,65, to 
provide the dispenser in Taylor et al with such features would be obvious in view of the 
teachings of Trouteaud et al which shows in figure 2 the pivoted door 145 for the delivery part, 
as well as, transparent viewing panels 56 in figure 1 to view and select the product. In regard to 
claim 71, note in figure 12 the use the door lock 150,162 to be unlocked upon the presence of a 
product at the dispensing port. Finally, in regard to claims 26,34-36,66 and 67 to so arrange the 
delivery part at a given height, as greater than 27 above the support, or to so vend products 
varying in size, shape or weight would be obvious as a mere choice of structural arrangement to 
so position the delivery port at any given height, and as a mere choice of utility to so vend any 
type of product, as so desired, and, therefore, these design or utility features are not afforded any 
patentable weight. 
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8. Claims 85 and 86 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Taylor 
et al in view of Trouteaud et al as applied to claims 11, 19-21, 23, 24, 26, 27, 34-36, 38-41, 65- 
69, 71, 72, 87 and 88 above, and further in view of Hieb et al. 

To modify Taylor et al's support (shelves) to facilitate products of various sizes or shapes 
would be obvious in view of the teachings of Hieb et al which discloses in col. 3, lines 9-15 the 
desired use of converting the supports for dispensing assorted shapes or sizes of products. 

9. Claims 10, 14-17, 22, 25, 28-33, 49, 60-62, 70, 73-84 and 89 are objected to as being 
dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form 
including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

10. Claims 90-130 are allowed. 

Noland/oc 
July 13, 1999 
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